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Detir Mr. Tlatour, 

'Then you can asy ’'The argument will go on forever, but the Evening 
Standard eeea no point in pursuing it further at the present tine”, it is easy 
to understand how you can believe the author or the driwel, nonsense, slander 
and astoundingly Inaccurate end immature opinion you publish ’,’feshington can, 

to you, be one of the outstanding British correspondents there. 

"Argument” 7 in your papers Nay, sir; merely apology for the erring 
government. *^t is precisely becsuse you and -^r. Campbell have become unthinlcing, 
uninfomned ana irresponsible eixponents of the aide that cannot be defended on the 
bsaia of fact, reason or logic th^t we have this correspondence. 

It ia fair of you to reed ‘oiotivee of dishonesty and/or ineffecier.cy 
to others” lacxagr into my itatementa. ^at else should I call what is worse than 
that^ la it the function of the press, in your concept, to present the dletilletion 
of pi?opagende as news^ it your duty to slander in tte guise of reporting^ How 
does it weaken my "case” to him \^o under no circumstances will consider it,» leave alo 
elone print it. 

These are chllds gtjnies you pley with words, Mr. Wintour. 

Y^ur paragraph reading! 

”In my view it ia only those so dedicated to a rational view of history 
tha-D they cannot accept the iristionelity cf life, who still battle on with con- 
spiracies, etc." entirely escapes me. 

However, perhaps I cen help you with your undox^standlng of history, 
retlonallty and consl>oracy. Understandable, you are reluctant to believe that the 
major power world could be so wrong in the explanation of ^ tr. oto auzer- 

Biiity. Euphiami^side, aov«ever, conspiracy ia a combination to do ^rong. It 
requires but two-more than one. If the Warren Co3mia''ion proved but a single thing, 
it proved no single men in tho world could 'nave committed the assassination it 
described. If it proved a second, beyond peradvencure, it is that Oswald, unapet- 
Izing as he indubitably was, killed no one that day. The evidence on this, despite 
the officiel liberties taken with it, ia entirely unaasoilable. 

Your Canute Journalism defames you more thsn it does me. From this dispute 
it is 1 ^o emergejf with self-rcap^ct, not you. You have felled to answer me on a 
single point, and you cannot, ao you resort to meaningless g^nerellties based firmly 
on the most profoond unewarenesn of the fact and reality about which you pontificate. 
It ia beyond question that neither you nor any member of your staff has mode anything 
epproxliDjrtlng tno atudy of «ha evidence required for the holding of oerioua opinion. 

To consider otherwise would be to consider your dishonesty beyond measure. The evi- 
dence is that overwhelming. 

If, at the moment, I do notbliu^ else, I can leave a record. That, 
pleese believe me, I will do-and am dof-.g. This is a tragedy of such limitless 
magnitude that soma day there will be en accounting. 

Sincerely, Harold ^^laberg 


